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Discharge Petition Its Way 


By Game Rover 


birthday anniversary of Susan B. Anthony 
dramatic and appropriate moment, Representativ 


| 8 the one hundred and twenty-four’ ttompr refused to report it favorably. Too much stress 
MAR 20 7 be laid on the necessity of continuing to urge 


sentatives to sign the petition. Until there are 


Cannon of Florida that day introduced into the House enough signers, further action is impossible. 
the Discharge Petition which will take the Ame : 


ment out of the Judiciary Committee and bring 
immediately to the floor of the House for debate. 


On account of illness, Representative Pat Cannon 
of Florida was delayed in his return for the opening 
of the new session of Congress, and so was unable to 
introduce the petition immediately. Pending his re- 
turn our members all over the country were writing 
to and calling upon their Representatives urging them 
to sign the petition as soon as it was “put in the well”. 
Mr. Cannon reports that interest was so intense that 
he had barely reached his office before calls began 
coming in from his colleagues asking when the petition 
would appear. Congressmen from two or three states 
said that their offices were practically swamped with 
letters from their constituents. 


Mr. Cannon spoke briefly on the Amendment, and its 
timeliness in the light of present conditions. He then 
laid the petition on the Speaker’s desk, signed it, and 
invited the Members of the House to join him in 
signing. Representative Ludlow, our old friend from 
Indiana, who has introduced the Amendment in each 
successive Congress, was the first to follow Mr. Cannon. 
Representative Winifred Stanley of New York, who 
had already announced that she would be willing to 
introduce such a petition, if Mr. Cannon were not 
able, was the next signer, and proudly claimed the 
honor of being the first woman to sign. 


By arrangement with the Speaker, several friends 
of the Amendment who had signified their wish to 
speak for the allowed one minute, were named by the 
Speaker and were given precedence over all other 
usiness. 


A message was sent to the Florida Branch and to its 
Chairman, Mrs. Ethel Ernest Murrell, in Miami, ex- 
pressing congratulations on the splendid leadership of 
their Representative Pat Cannon in initiating the Dis- 
charge Petition. Later in the day members of the 
N. W. P. called on the various speakers in the day’s 
2 and thanked them for their able presenta- 
ions. 


The signatures of a majority of the Members of the 
House are required to assure further action. After two 
hundred and eighteen signatures are secured, the ques- 
tion of debating the Amendment will then be voted 
on by the House, thus eliminating further considera- 
tion by the House Judiciary Committee, which in Oc- 


1 usan B. 
The 


’ hony Day in the House of Representatives 


of the speakers and their subjects on 
Susan B. hony day follow: 


Representative Pat Cannon said: 


“Mr. Speaker. I have today caused to be placed on the 
2 desk a discharge petition on the so-called Equal 
Rights Amendment to the Constitution. On this, the one hun- 
dred and twenty-fourth anniversary of the birth of the late 
Susan B. Anthony, I believe it proper and fitting that this 
petition be instituted. 


“It is somewhat bizarre that the women of our country, 
or in many parts of our country, have been denied the right 
of equal citizenship. It is even more bizarre that the Con- 

ss of the United States has made no provision for the — 
ative authority to the several States to provide actual equality 
and the right to control their own economic destiny, and the 
destiny of their children. 


“Mr. S8 er, this Congress has provided to women of this 
country the opportunity to serve in and with the armed forces 
on land, on the sea, and in the air. This Congress has distin- 

shed women as a part of its membership who have con- 

ibuted much to the welfare of our country. This Congress 
can, in my opinion, do no less than authorize the machinery 
for a constitutional amendment declaring that women shall 
have equal rights with men throughout the United States. 
Mr. Speaker, I invite the membership of the House to sign the 
petition to which I have referred.” 


Representative Louis Ludlow (Democrat) of Indiana, 
who had introduced the Amendment in the House of 
Representatives January 6, 1948, followed. He said 


in part: 


“Mr. Speaker, if women are good enough to operate the 
vehicles of transportation, to forge the tools of victory in the 
defense plants of our country, to serve as WACS and WAVES 
and in a thousand other capacities vital to the prosecution of 
the war, it seems to me that it would be a very low and 
miserable conception of justice that would deny to them the 
enjoyment of equal rights with men under the laws of the 
land. The refusal of many States to grant them that lity 
can only be corrected by the adoption of the Equal Rights 
Amendment to the Constitution. 

„J hope that Members of the House in overwhelming numbers 
will sign the discharge petition which will bring this righteous 
proposal out of committee and before the House for debate 
and a record vote in the true American way. 


“As a Hoosier I am glad that the forward-looking Governor 
of our State has assumed a role of leadership in advancing this 
great human cause. * * *” 


Representative Charles S. Dewey (Republican) of 
Illinois, expressed himself as honored in being one of 
(Continued on Page 22) 
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NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY 
OBJECT 


under the law and in 
To secure for women complete equality with men Den ef the iqual 


THE UAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT 
under the law shall not be denied or abridged by the 
several States shall have power within thelr respective 


enforce this article 1 1 
**This shall take after date of ratification.’’ 


History in Present Congress 
House Joint Resolution No. 1 Introduced Jan. 


Represen tive Ladlo with 

of tatives b tative w 

two co-sponsors. Sub-Judiciary — 

Judiciary Committee with unanim 

June 22. 1948. Brought to a vote in Judiciary Committee Oct. 5 

and failed by three votes of necessary majority for favorable 

report, Now before House Judiciary Committee, notice having been 
ven of intention to ask for reconsideration by several members. 

1 Petition initiated Feb. 15, 1944, by Rep. Pat Cannon, 

to bring Amendment to vote on floor of House. 


Senate Joint Resolution No. 25 Introduced 3 
Senate by Senator Guy M. Gillette (Iowa 
co-sponsors. favorably by the Judiciary 
the Senate, May 28, 1948. Now on Senate calendar. 


Qualified To Speak 


To the New York Herald-Tribune: 

Mrs. Roosevelt’s letter in which she did women the 
disservice of speaking against the equal rights bill will 
evoke many answers. Some of these answers will set 
forth the rights of women as persons, citizens and tax- 
payers. Others will emphasize rights of women as 
workers. 

The only person qualified to speak for workers is 
the person who has actually been under the necessity 
of earning a living for herself and others. Workers 
for pin money, publicity, charity, etc., can scarcely 
understand the needs and rights of the worker who 
works for a living because she must. 

As to protective legislation, much of it can be traced 
to the urge to control and regulate women. This has 
been a favorite masculine occupation since the dawn of 
history. The modern working woman needs no pro- 
tection that she cannot obtain as a person equal in law 
as in fact to any of the males who prate of protection. 

If there is in America today a working woman actu- 
ally supporting herself and others unaided and alone 
who does not believe in the equal rights bill, I should 
listen to her argument with respect. 

MARY P. BEYER. 

Richmond Hill, N. Y., Feb. 14, 1944. 


21, 1948, in 
twenty-three 
Committee to 


11 Keeping on is as important as beginning. | 


Discharge Petition On Its Way 
(Continued from Page 21) 


the early signers of the Discharge Petition. His speech 
was as follows: 


Cannon) today placed the Eq 2 Amendment petition 
on the Speaker’s desk, and I shall be honored in being one of 
its early signers. 

eme when so many of our 


“In this period of t 
men are away from their homes and so many of the young 
women have also donned the uniform in defense of their coun- 
try. I feel that their mothers and wi in fact all the fine 
women of our great country, should undertake an additional 
responsibility, namely, to be trustee of those precious American 
— tor „Wich ir sons and daughters are valiantly 

ng. 

“I believe the women of America appreciate this more poig- 
nantly than do we men and will always be willing to rise in 
defense of our Constitution and our American way of life. 
This ever-ready willingness should give them the equal rights 
in our Government which deserve.” 


Representative Bertrand W. Gearhart (Republican) 
of California, stated that he would “be one of the very 
first’ to sign the Equal Rights Petition. He said: 


“Mr. Speaker, as one who comes from a State where men 
and women have been, under the law, treated as individuals, 
as community copartners when married to each other, each 
member an vidual in his and her own right, for many, 
many years, and ly in view of the war, wherein men 
and women are serving on an 3 basis, it is difficult for me 
to understand why there should be any opposition to writing 
the Equal Rights Amendment into the nstitution of the 
United States. I will support the proposed amendment. 

“Furthermore, I will be one of the very first to sign the 
order on the Speaker’s desk * * * because I believe the end- 
ment should be a part of the Constitution of the United States 
at the earliest possible moment.” . 


Representative John R. Murdock (Democrat) of Ari- 
— 8 a warm tribute to Susan B. Anthony, con- 
uded: 


“On behalf of many women in Arizona, I wish to remember 
Susan B. Anthony on this her birthday, to recognize our debt 
to her and her personal friend. Mrs. Josephine Brawley Hughes, 
and to say that we in Arizona have found it wise to share with 
women the heavy civic reponsibilities. From our rience 
I think wise te 96 
of equal rights for women.” 


Representative Homer D. Angell (Republican) of 
Oregon announced that he had already signed the Dis- 
charge Petition. He said, in part: 


“Mr. Speaker, I am very happy to have been one to sign 
the discharge petition on the Equal Rights Amendment, placed 
on the Speaker’s desk today by the distinguished gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. Cannon). 

“Mr. Speaker, the women of our Nation are joining the 
ranks of men today not only in civil life but are making an 
contribution to the war effort as well. The time 


outstan 

has arrived when we should 1 the Equal Rights Amendment 

=. po Constitution place both sexes on an equality before 
aw. 


Representative Daniel Ellison (Republican) of Mary- 
land told of the early efforts for equality for women 
in Maryland when “in 1648 Mistress Brent demanded 
place and voice in the Assembly.” He concluded: 


“Mistress Brent and Miss Anthony were defeated in their 


immediate objectives, but their crusading spirits lived on. The 
women who have so long been struggling for equality and jus- 
tice are not defeated, though they have sustained a temporary 
set-back in committee. ey will continue their fight and 
they will win. Their bill of oo will take its place in our 
— I, one, hope or the 
ngress ve ege of opening 
way to place it there. 


Representative Joe Hendricks (Democrat) of Florida 
came next. He said, in part: 
A Bes yey the gentleman from Florida (Mr. Cannon) 
announced a few minutes ago that he had put a petition in the 
(Continued on Page 25) 
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Letter Sent To All Members Of Congress In 
Reply To Opposition Of The C. I. O. 


144 B Street, Northeast 
Washington * 2, D. C. 
March 4, 1944. 

My dear Congressman: 


Our attention has been called to a letter you have recently 
received from Mr. Philip Murray, attacking the Equal Rights 
Amendment. 

In his letter of February 25th, Mr. Murray did not quote the 
Amendment, which simply reads: 


* of ts under the law shall not be 
denied or Wrdgef be the United States or by any 
State on account of sex.“ 


Mr. Murray claims that this proposal is extremely — 1 
and should not receive the — 2. of anyone interested in the 
welfare of women workers of wo ple as a whole.“ 
Since when has elemental justice to wo persons become 
dangerous in a Democracy? 


It would appear that Mr. Murray has never studied the Fed- 
eral Fair Labor Standards Act. In the t field of interstate 
commerce covered by that Act, which C. I. O. suppe rted, 
women have not been “robbed” of any “rights and protections, 
but have received the same rights protection as men. What 
has been done for labor in interstate industries could be done in 
intrastate industries. The Amendment would not interfere with 

rotective legislation patterned on the Federal Fair Labor 
Standards Act, which applies to all workers regardless of sex. 


Mr. Murray seems to consider as “protective” legislation cer- 
tain discriminatory State laws, such as those limiting the hours 
of work and establishing minimum wages for women — We 
hold that such laws are never protective except when, as in the 
Federal Fair Labor Standards Act, they a to industry as a 
whole and not to the sex of the worker. 


Maternity legislation would not be affected by the Equal 
Rights Amendment. Under the Amendment, maternity aid could 
be granted to certain groups of women on the same principle 
that would permit aid to certain groups of men, such as veterans 
of former wars. 


Aid for os children would not be affected by the 
Amendment. Such aid is for the benefit of the children concerned 
and could not possibly be affected by equality of rights between 
men and women. 


Mr. Murray declares “it is particularly unwise to destroy these 
rights and protections when millions of women are carrying 
out their patriotic duty by working in war industries.” But this 
is just the time that these ed “rights and protections” 
have been destroyed, not by the Equal Rights Amendment, but 
by the demand for labor. Mr. Murray must know that since the 
beginning of the war, such laws have been winked at, suspended, 
or abolished. Women workers are now a necessity, rather than 
2 As far back as 1836, the New England Association 
of Farmers, Mechanics and Other Workers sed a resolution 
recommending the restriction of women in industry because they 
were “a competitive menace to men.” Are we to infer that, 
more —2 hundred years later, Mr. Murray suffers from the 
same fear 


Personally, we became interested in the woman movement 
when we were working to improve conditions for women in our 
own States. After obtaining suffrage, a far-sighted 82 
women, the National Woman's Party, the organization which 
had worked actively for the national Suffrage Amendment, be- 
= the movement to remove the thousands of injustices and 

scriminations against women on the statute books. After 
much study, we ourselves came to the conclusion that it was 
impossible to remove these injustices State by State because 
what one legislature can do another can undo. We came to 
realize that the old Common Law attitude toward women, con- 
sidering them as chattels, must be killed at its roots, by the 
only sure way, a Constitutional Amendment. When we under- 
* = ade became ardent supporters of the Equal Rights 

endmen 


Supporters of this Amendment are no longer confined to the 
National Woman’s Party. When the Amendment was first intro- 
duced in Congress, that organization stood alone. Today, twenty- 
Seven national organizations and countless local organizations 
urge its immediate passage. They do so, not merely use of 
“barriers to jury service, inhibitions on the free use of roperty, 
and the like,” as Mr. Murray says; but because law, to equal 
1 to all alike, justice, to be real, cannot be 


Mr. Murray’s letter states, The labor movement has led in 
the long campaigns for true equality of treatment for women, 


opposed and continues to oppose any discriminations 


Extracts From Mrs. Pethick-Lawrence’s Letter 


11 Old Square 
Lincoln’s Inn, W. C. 2 


8d February, 1944. 
My dear Alice Paul: : 


. In this country our great obstacles are the apparent com- 
p and indifference of the majority of women who seem 
quite content that the few shall fight the battle for them and 
win their economic liberties for in the same way that 
they won their political liberties. The other great obstacle is the 
obstinate opposition of the Government which stonewalls — 
argument and appeal with the utmost persistence. Only wi 
the very greatest reluctance does the Government give way inch 
by inch after unmistakable signs that the whole public opinion 
of the country of men and domen is definitely arranged against 
them, as for instance on the issue of equal compensation. 
Nevertheless, inch by inch the Government is being defeated in 
its opposition to women’s ity of status and equality of pay 
and I believe that either ore or at the time of the next 
election a great onward sweep will be made. 


I have one incident that occurs to me you may be interested 
to hear. It happened in Parliament the day x be yesterday. 
The Minister of Economic Warfare recently made a considerable 
concession with to men’s clothing. When asked in the 
House of Commons why he had not made similar concessions to 
women, he replied that “women have been more reasonable than 
the men in these matters and I want to thank them.” It is the 
same story all the time. We get compliments, but not equality. 


With many congratulations and affectionate coniradeship, ever 


yours, 
(Signed) EMMELINE PETHICK-LAWRENCE. 


Miss Alice Paul, 
144 B Street N. E. 


Washington, D. C. 


Some Endorsements Of The Amendment 
“The club (Alpha Delphian Club, Sullivan, Indiana) has voted 


in favor of the Equal Rights Amendment to the United States 
8 * ore Congress.” (The Indianapolis News, 
eb. 22, ‘ 


“The Business and Professional Women’s Club voted to sup- 
port the Equal Rights Amendment.” (Lafayette Indiana Jour- 
nal-Courier, Feb. 10, 1944.) 


“As a result of the editorial on Women’s Rights in The Miami 
Herald, the newly formed Soroptimist Club of Miami went on 
record last night as endorsing the Equal Rights Amendment 
and also passed a resolution thanking the Herald and Rep. Pat 
Cannon for the splendid work that is being done on behalf of 
women. (The Miami Herald, Feb. 24, 1944.) 


—ROSALIND GARFUNKLE, Secretary, Soroptimist Club of Miami. 


them.” This indeed is news. As we recall, few of the labor lead- 
ers gave assistance to the campaign for the national suffrage 
Amendment. Unions throughout the country have opposed 
women as members. 


Finally, Mr. Murray states that he is speaking for the C. I. O., 
a large proportion of whose membership is women. We wish to 
call your attention to the fact that working women who believe 
in the Amendment have been told by men leaders to desist—or 
else! Is Mr. Murray speaking for them, too? How much lon 
must women of labor organizations accept such dictatorship 


You, Mr. Congressman, can aid in the final freeing of all 
women from the bondage of the old Common Law 1 by 
signing Discharge Petition No. 19, now lying on the Speaker’s 

es 

Believing that you, a justice loving American, will give us 
your whole-hearted support, thus bringing to a triumphant con- 
clusion the movement for equality under the law for all women, 
and thanking you most profoundly for your aid, we 


Sincerely yours, 
(Signed) EMMA GUFFEY MILLER 
ALICE D. GUYER 
(Mrs. U. S. Guyer) 


Co-Chairmen, National Congressional Committee o 
the National Woman’s Party. 4 
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Virginia Federation Sends Resolution To Congress 


(The Virginia Federation of Business and Pro- 
fessional Women’s Clubs, Inc., adopted the follow- 
ing Resolution December 5, 1943, which was sent 
to the Virginia Delegation in Congress, to the 
President of the United States, and to the Gover- 
nor of Virginia.) 

RESOLUTION 


TO THE MEMBERS FROM VIRGINIA IN THE 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 


BE IT RESOLVED: That we, the members of the Executive 
Board of the Virginia Federation of Business and Professional 
Women’s Clubs, Inc., in quarterly session, on December 5, 1943, 
at Roanoke, Virginia, do solemnly petition the members of the 
Virginia Delegation in the Senate and House of Representatives 
to affirmatively and actively support, to presently announce their 

sition in favor of, and to vote affirmatively for the pendi 

ual Rights Amendment to the Constitution of the Uni 
States. 


And for reasons therefor, we respectfully state: 


1. That the United States, with our Allies, is presently wag- 
ing a war inst ruthless foreign foes in order to defend 
the United States, to protect Democracy, and to extend 
= — the principles of Democracy throughout the 

or 


2. That a self-evident fact, and the fundamental principle 
of Democracy, is that all persons, women as well as men, 
are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable 
rights to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness; and 
that such rights should be guaranteed and protected by 
the Government of any Democracy; and, that such inalien- 
able rights can be guaranteed and protected only by the 
recognition of all such persons, women as well as men, 
as 3 of and persons within the respective govern- 
men 


8. That the fact that women in the United States do not 
have an equal constitutional and le status with men 
is evidenced by the fact that it took the ratification of 
the Nineteenth Amendment to rantee them the right 
to vote and this is only one civil right of citizenship. 


4. That such inequality is due to the fact that under the 
common law, as adapted to conditions in this country in 
Revoluntionary days, a man and woman upon — 


were considered as one person and that person was 
husband. 


5. That the body of the original Constitution does not 
affirmatively state that men are citizens and persons; nor 
does it make any discrimination against such a status for 
women. 


6. That the Courts by judicial decisions after its adoption 

wrote women out of the Constitution as citizens of and 

rsons within the United States, in a constitutional and 

egal sense, on the ground that it was not intended that 
they be included. 


7. That the Bill of Rights did not guarantee the status ac- 
cording to judicial decisions. 


8. That Section 1 of the Fourteenth Amendment, providing 
that “All persons born or naturalized in the United States, 
and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the 
United States and of the States wherein they reside,” did 
not establish the status for women because of provisions 
in the second section of this Amendment, reducing the 
electoral representation from a State proportionately if 
male inhabitants were denied the right to vote, which, by 
its silence with respect to women, excluded women. 


9. That the Fifteenth Amendment, guaranteeing that the 
right to vote shall not be denied or abridged by reason of 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude, did not 
guarantee any franchise rights to women. 


10. That it was not until ratification of the Nineteenth Amend- 
ment that women were guaranteed one right of citizen- 
2 namely the right to vote, by the rantee that the 
right of citizens to vote shall not be ied or abridged 
on account of sex. 


11. That the Nineteenth Amendment established a citizenship 
status for women in a negative sense by nullifying the 


limitation to males in the Second section of the Four- 
teenth Amendment and protecting franchise rights, thus 
rmitting a broader inference t women are citizens 
ut this broadened inference has not offset the historical 
urpose for which the Fourteenth Amendment was rati- 
ed and the status of women in a constitutional and legal 
sense remains the same other than as protected by the 
Nineteenth Amendment. 


12. That discriminations against women in a constitutional 


13. 


14. 


15. 


and legal sense exist in the Constitution under judicial 
construction and interpretation and exist in the unwrit- 
ten and written Federal and State laws; and these consti- 
tutional, statutory, and judicial discriminations are in. 
derogation of the status of women as citizens of and 
persons within the United States. 


That inasmuch as the discriminations exist under the 
Federal Constitution, the State organic laws, and the 
Federal and State statutory laws, a Federal Constitu- 
tional Amendment is necessary to wipe out the discrimi- 
nations and establish, by Constitutional guarantees and 
protection, the status of women as full citizens of and 
persons within the United States. 


That women have been burdened and oppressed with so- 
called protective laws necessitated because they have not 
had, and do not have, a full citizenship status although 
by holding out that they have such a status, they have 
been able to acquire the status practically in full and 
seek to have it guaranteed under the Constitution by an 
Amendment wiping out 22 discriminations and pre- 
venting discriminations the future. 


That women’s inability to use existing statutory laws to 
enforce their civil and political rights in the same man- 
ner as men is due to the limitations put upon their rights 
by discriminatory laws. 


16. That women have found and do find that they have been 


17. 


18. 


19. 


21. 


denied jobs, freedom and opportunities, for themselves 
and on of their dependents, by lack of a full eiti- 
zenship status. 


That all action in derogation of a full citizenship status 
in the United States is prejudicial to the person or class 
so derogated. 


That, if a person appearing before a jury can not obtain 
a fair trial when all members of his race are in practice 
excluded from jury service, because his status as a citizen 
is degraded, then, it is believed that the same principle 
is applicable to a woman, and, when all members of her 
sex are excluded from jury service, her status is degraded 
to her prejudice. 


That approximately 22 States b statutory law exclude 
women from jury service and t the wiping of su 
laws off the statute books will be to the best interest of 


‘the public. 


That the proposed Equal Rights Amendment is consistent 
with all provisions of the Constitution, with the single 
exception of those discriminations written into the lan- 


- guage of the Constitution by inference. 


That the ratification of the Equal Rights Amendment 
will serve to form a more perfect union as it will guar- 
antee rights and privileges uniformly to all citizens of 
and persons within the United States; it will wipe out 
inequalities in the law and thus will further the adminis 
tration of justice; by preventing discriminations and 
eliminating the present confusion with respect to the 
status of women, the ratification of the Amendment will 
insure domestic tranquility and guarantee the blessings 
of liberty to women, without legal restrictions, and thus 
promote the general welfare. 


WHEREFORE: We petition the Members of the Virginia 
Delegation in the Congress of the United States to affirmatively 
and actively support, to presently announce their position in 
favor of, and to vote affirmatively for the pending Resolution 
proposing the Equal Rights Amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States. 


N . Dorothy Ashby Moncure was the guest s pre 
ing the meeting when this Resolution was adopted.) 
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N. W. P. Honors Oregon 


In honor of the eighty-fifth birthday anniversary of 
the State of Oregon, a beautiful state flag was pre- 
sented to the N. W. P. February 14 by Representative 
Homer D. Angell, of Oregon. The flag was the gift 
of Governor Earl Snell and the Secretary of State, 
Robert S. Farrell, Jr. 


The ceremony was held in the drawing room of Alva 
Belmont House. Clara Snell Wolfe, of Columbus, Ohio, 


Vice Chairman of the N. W. P., received the flag. In, 


his 133 remarks, Representative Angell spoke 
of the record of Oregon as being always in the van- 
guard of progressive legislation. 


“We are indebted to our pioneer forebears in the 
old Oregon country. Through their foresight and 
endurance we have, as a part of the Uni States, 
the large Pacific Coast area. We can thank them 
for providing for us in Continental United States 
the Pacific Ocean as our western boundary to 
protect us against attacks from enemy nations.” 


He then paid tribute to the memory of the pioneer 
women, who had worked side by side with their men 
assuming equal burdens, and attributed to them the 
proud fact that Oregon was one of the first states to 
grant women the vote. 


Mrs. Wolfe spoke briefly on the glorious history 
of Oregon. 


“When your state song sings of ‘land of the 

lden west, conquered and held by free men,’ we 

ow that this means free women also, who stood 
side by side with 1— men in the building of 
your commonwealth.” 


Mrs. Forrest read a message of appreciation from 
Alice Paul for the friendship of the two Senators from 
Oregon, in the campaign for the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment, and gratitude to Representative Angell, who 
was one of the sponsors when the Amendment was 
introduced in the House of Representatives: 


“Oregon may well feel proud that it was one of 
the first states to enfranchise women, even before 
it was a Federal Amendment. We owe a great debt 
of gratitude to the women of the western states 
whose pioneer spirit bore fruit so splendidly in 
the movement to raise the status of women.” 


A telegram from Senator Charles McNary, then in 
Florida, was read: 
“Greeti and best wishes from Mrs. McNary 


and myself for the success of your party today. 
Also to Representative Angell when Oregon state 


flag is presented. Regret not being with you. 
Kindest regards.” 


The ceremony was arranged by Marie Moore Forrest, 
National Chairman of Pageantry for the Woman’s 
Party, who was hostess at a tea following the pro- 
gram, and later at an informal buffet supper in the 
library. At tea, Mrs. Harris Ellsworth, wife of Repre- 
sentative Ellsworth, poured; Mrs. Angell cut the huge 
birthday cake, and Miss Pherne Miller, secretary and 
organizer of the Oregon State Society of Washington, 
served the fruit punch. Among other distinguished 
Oregon guests were Congressman Ellsworth and Mr. 
Clyde B. Aitchison, for years member and Chairman 
of the Inter-State Commerce Commission. 


“Equal application of law is fundamental to 
democracy and freedom.” 
T. JEFFERSON. 


Senator Charles L. McNary 


One of the most severe losses the National Woman’s 
Party has sustained was the passing of Senator Charles 
L. McNary on February 25. Senator McNary has lo 
been one of the most ardent supporters of the Eq 
Rights Amendment and joined Senator Gillette as one 
of the co-sponsors in introducing the Amendment in 
the Senate in this session. As Minority Leader of the 
Senate, his prestige made his friendship invaluable, 
and leaders of the party always found him ready to 
give advice in matters of procedure and political 
strategy. 

Mrs. McNary is a member of the National Council 
of the National Woman’s Party and is a devoted 
worker for the Equal Rights Amendment. The sym- 
pathy of the Woman’s Party goes out to her in her 
great sorrow and is doubly sincere in that we feel so 
deeply our own great loss. 

Immediately following the announcement of the 
Senator’s death, Alice Paul, in the name of the National 
Woman’s Party, sent to Mrs. McNary this telegram: 

“Your colleagues and friends in the National Woman’s Party 
send their sympathy and love. We counted Senator McNary as 
one of the warmest friends of the Woman’s cause in the Senate 


and his passing is a great loss to the Woman Movement as well 
as to the nation.” 


The Berliner Bequest 


In the passing of Mrs. Cora Berliner a few months 
ago, the National Woman’s Party lost a loyal friend. 
Her devotion to the movement to raise the status of 
women is evidenced in her generous bequest of $5,000 
to the National Woman’s Party, payment of which has 
just been made by the trust company. ; 

Mrs. Berliner, widow of Emile Berliner, the inventor 
of the gramophone, was one of the outstanding Jewish 
women of America, and consecrated her life to philan- 
thropic work. She contributed most generously to all 
that involved the welfare of her own people and was 
one of the leading benefactors for Jewish refugees. 

As a feminist she constantly gave her moral and 
financial aid in an effort to get Jewish support for 
equality for women, an equality which she believed 
was the crying need of her people. She helped to 
organize the World Woman’s Party and contributed 


generously to it. 


At one time Mrs. Berliner served as chairman of the 
District-of Columbia branch of the N. W. P. Always 
ready to help the Party actively, so long as her strength 
and health permitted, and financially when she was no 
longer able to take an active part, she kept the organi- 
zation and its needs in mind and prepared for the 
time when she would no longer be here to give her aid. 
We are grateful not only for her material gift but for 
the inspiration of her constant faith and loyalty. 


Discharge Petition On Its Way 


(Continued from Page 22) 

well of the House for the discharge of the committee from 
further consideration of what is known as the Equal Rights 
Amendment. As soon as the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
Cannon announced that he had put this petition in the well, 
I immediately signed it. In this day, when all races, creeds, 
and groups are contending for their rights, I can see no reason 
why we should fail to hear those who feel that their rights 
have been denied them.” 


Representative Compton I. White (Democrat) of 
Idaho brought the day’s ceremony to an end with a 
moving tribute to Miss Anthony. He concluded with 
the words: 

“The women of every nation are indebted for the recognition 
they have achieved to the pioneering spirit and leadership of 
the great American woman Susan b. Anthony.“ 


. 

7 

| | 

7 

_ 

nt 
ant 1 
of if 
out 
lis- 
ne 
ngs i 
hus 
nla 
ely 
in 
jon 4 
| 
yre- 


ae 


* 


m2 


26 EQUAL 


RIGHTS 


March, 1944 


Answer To The Opposition 


By JANE NORMAN SMITH, 
Third Vice Chairman, N. W. P. 


(Eprror’s Note: This letter as well as the letter 

from Nora Stanton Barney, which in our 

issue, was addressed to New York 

Times, to date has not appeared in the col- 
umns of that paper.) 


To the Editor of the New York Times: 


A letter of the Women’s Trade Union League, quoted 
in a recent issue of the Times, attacked Vice-President 
Henry A. Wallace for his declaration in favor of the 
Equal Rights Amendment. 


There are misstatements in the letter that require 


correction, one being that “opposition to it (the 
Amendment) has been and still is an essential plank 
in the National Democratic platform.” 


There is no plank in the Democratic platform op- 
posing the Equal Rights Amendment. The equal rights 
plank in the 1940 platform did not mention support 
of the amendment as did the Republican Party plank, 
but by no stretch of the imagination could it be con- 
strued as opposing it. The Democratic platform reads: 


“We will continue our efforts to achieve equality 
of opportunity for men and women without im- 
ing the social legislation which promotes true 
equality by safeguarding the health, safety and 
economic welfare of women workers. The right to 
work for compensation in both public and private 
employment is an inalienable privilege of women 
as well as men, without distinction as to marital 
status. 


Under existing laws and regulations, all workers, 
men and women alike, are generally a against 
health and accident hazards, as would be so under the 
amendment, and the “economic welfare“ of women 
would be promoted by the amendment, which would 
place adult women on an equal footing with men in 
earning a livelihood. 

Neither will the amendment automatically “wipe 
out” existing legislation for women. Ratification by 
the states will take time and, in addition, the amend- 
ment will not take effect until five years after ratifi- 
cation, thus giving ample time for states to equalize 
their laws and bring them into harmony with the 
amendment. 


The letter gives the impression that all women in- 
dustrial workers want “protective” legislation, where- 
as the records show that whenever such legislation 
has been imposed upon them, thousands, through their 
leaders, have fought it in legislatures of industrial 


states as did women members of Typographical Union 


No. 6, railroad, restaurant and other women workers 
the no-night work law for women in New York. Years 
of ceaseless work on their part brought exemption for 
a few classes of workers and only partial exemption 
for the railroad workers. When “protective” legisla- 
tion was expanded to include business women, as in 
California and other states, they, too, opposed it and 
later rallied to the support of the Equal Rights Amend- 


ment as the only permanent way of securing an equal 
status in the laws. 


Years ago, opponents of the amendment claimed 
that they, too, preferred state labor laws applying to 
all workers instead of to women alone, but insisted 
that the U. S. Supreme Court would hold wages and 
hours laws for men unconstitutional; that legislation 
for women would be a “stepping stone” to laws which 


Right To Wed Hotly Debated 
At Hearing—Teachers Fight Ban 


Appeals for recognition of merit, rather than 
marital status, as the basis for retention of teachers 
and pleas for maintenance of a sixty-year-old ban on 
married women teachers, based on the charge “work- 
ing wives are a menace to the public health, morals 
and general welfare”, were heard last night by the 
Boston School Committee. 


The occasion was a noisy, frequently heckled public 
hearing granted the Boston Citizens’ Committee for 
Teachers’ Rights, formed recently following the auto- 
matic resignation of Grace Lonergan Lorch, a teacher 
in the second grade, because of her marriage to Pvt. 
Lee Lorch of the Army Air Forces. 


Three members of the committee remaining until 
the end of the hearing announced themselves in favor 
of the retention of the ban. They were Dr. Patrick 
J. Foley, chairman, Michael J. Ward and Daniel J. 
McDevitt. 


Pleading her own case as president of the Boston 
Teachers’ Union, an A. F. L. affiliate, Mrs. Lorch was 
booed when she cautioned several hundred women 
jammed into the hearing room that the City Council 
was on record as intending to “fire every married 
woman from every city job when the war is over.” 


That means”, she added, “they intend to rule out 
marriage, they intend to make marriage a class privi- 
lege for the upper classes. They may get away with 
it for teachers, but not for other women”. 


Representative Florence E. Cook, as chairman of 
the Citizens’ Committee, presented representatives of 
labor, religious, civic and women’s organizations sup- 

rted the appeal for discontinuance of the ban. Most 

r leaders asked for suspension of the ban for the 
duration of the war. This has the support of Com- 
mitteeman Clement A. Norton, who last night quoted 
“America”, prominent Catholic publication, as stating 
“the Church has no more objection to married teach- 
ers than it has to married telephone operators”. 


Thomas H. Mahoney, legal adviser for the Citizens’ 
Committee ... cited the Lorch case. As Grace Loner- 
gan, he said, she had been earning $2,300 a year, was 
enjoying tenure and pension privileges, then because 
she married she was automatically retired from the 
school system, yet permitted to do the same classroom 


work on a temporary basis at the rate of $5.00 for 
every working 


Among those who favored either repeal or amend- 
ment of the ban were John Del Monte, president Bos- 
ton Central Labor Union; Thomas Wilkinson, president 
Massachusetts State Federation of Labor; Mrs. Rose 
Norwood, president Boston Women's Trade Union 
League. 


Boston Herald, Friday, February 18, 1944. 


eventually would include men. Now that the Supreme 
Court has held wages and hours laws constitutional 
(Federal Wages & Hours Act), if opponents of the 
Equal Rights Amendment are sincere, this is the time 
for them to abandon the “stepping stone” idea in favor 
of the principle that labor legislation should be based 
upon the nature of the work and not upon the sex of 
the worker. 
(Signed) 


Coconut Grove, Florida, 
February 9, 1944. 


JANE NORMAN SMITH. 
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Susan B. Anthony Day 
Celebrated In Many States 


Reports come to us from various parts of the country of 
many special observances of Susan B. Anthony Day this year. 
The main event in Washi n was the introduction that day 
Petition in Congress 
colleague supporters 
the same day, Senator Alexander Wiley, Republican, of 


nate in tribute 
to Miss Anthony’s memo 
twelve egy who hel 


Among o events in other states was a banquet 
* by the School Women’s Council and the Business Women’s 
Legislative Council of the N. W. P. in Los les. The well- 
known radio commentator and author, Rupert Hughes, was the 
principal — and Ju Georgia Bullock was the guest 
of honor. ifornia sev years ago declared this a day for 
special observance in all its public ls. Minnesota this year 
made a similar ruling for its schools. | 

Mrs. Emma Guffey Miller spoke at an evening 2 be- 
fore the Massachusetts branch of the N. W. P. at the College 
Club in Boston. The 3 
chusetts chairman, Mrs. 

Mrs. rr Wiley was the speaker at a m 
of Western New York in Buffalo. Margaret 
M. Fotheringham the meeting, which was held at the 
20th Century Club. In Baltimore, the Maryland branch gave an 
Anthony diner with Madame Ram Mohan Rai of In 
Madame Julia Maria Cohbjornsen of Norway as the speakers. 

In Lafayette, Indiana, the Branch celebrated the day by 

having a ee Bin which they invited representatives from 


different clubs. o teachers presented the program. They 
also arranged a broadcast. . 
Many radio 


ro marked the day. Among them one 
2 7 3 Society for Equal Rights, on which 

rs. L. O. Sholty of Lafayette, one, ere over the Purdue 
University Station WBAA. Mrs. R. E. Hayden, the Iowa State 
Chairman, gave a splendid resume of Miss Anthony’s life and 
influence over the broadcasting station at Clear e, lowa. 
Here in Washington our former press on Mrs. May 
Frank Rhoads, was interviewed on the Woman Movement by 
Eleanor Ho the popular commentator on Women’s Affairs 
on WOL; and Helena 1 Weed, Chairman of the Research 
Department, speaking over WWDC, discussed the legal dis- 
criminations against women which still continue to exist these 
many years after the adoption of the Susan B. Anthony amend- 
ment to the Constitution, which the proposed Lucretia Mott 
Amendment will wipe out. 

It is gratifying to note how widespread the interest in this 
day has become and how much more eral the observance. 
This is doubtless largely due to the excellent work of the Com- 
mittee on Pioneers of the Woman Movement, of which Mrs. 
Robert M. Adamson, of New Jersey, is National Chairman. 
Mrs. Adamson reports that she has named Mrs. Gertrude 
George, of Los Angeles, State Chairman of the Pioneer Com- 
mittee, who thus mes a member of the National Com- 
mittee. Mrs. Geo will contribute to the work of the 
Committee great initiative, energy, resourcefulness and political 
acumen in 8 Lucretia Mott and Elizabeth Cady Stanto 
2 with the already honored Susan B. Anthony, and will 
celebrate with appropriate meetings and publicity all our special 
Commemorative Days, to the that equal rights for women 
may be achieved. 


Florence Bayard Hilles Library 
Mary ELIZABETH DOWNEY, Librarian 


A group from the Ohio Women’s Association studying the 
Subject of Women of the World, meets in the Library the first 
Monday evening of each month. The Librarian was asked to 
speak to them on the “Women of Russia” at their March meet- 
* hope women from other States will follow the lead 

o. 


Woe groups are coming for talks on “Citizenship for 
en. 

The beautiful calendar prepared by the Committee on Pioneers 
of the Woman Movement, Mrs. Robert M. Adamson, Chairman, 
offers a fine su ion for Christmas and New Year cards for 
next year, as the calendar came out too late for this season. 


A die was made of the Inez Milholland picture on the white 
charger, entitled “Forward Into Light,” which appears at the 
top of the calendar. In the calendar below the six special com- 
memorative days are indicated in letters of gold. 


™ 


Help Equal Rights Amendment Now 


The time for indifference is past. The Amendment 
is on the Calendar of the Senate, with a favorable 
Committee report, and may be brought to a final vote 
at any moment. In the House of Representatives a 
group of Members have started a petition to bring 
the Amendment to an immediate vote. 

Each of us can become a positive, dynamic force for 
the Amendment, whatever our political party. Each 
can join the National Woman's Party. Each of us can, 
by our enthuiasm, get others to join. Each of us can 
contribute to the campaign fund. Will you not do so? 


RECEIPTS 
NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 


February 1-29, 1944 
Finance Chairman DR. FLORENCE A. ARMSTRONG 


Treasurer LauRA M. BERRIEN 
CONTRIBUTIONS AND MEMBERSHIP FEES: 

Dr. Lucile J. Caldwell, Maryland 8 25 
Miss Audry W. Doris, Maryland . 25 
Mrs. Betty Geckle, Maryland 25 
Mrs. Millie G. Harrison, Maryland 26 
Mrs. C. S. McClow, Maryland 25 
Mrs. Lura H. Riggin, Maryland 25 
Mrs. Minnie V. Rooney, Maryland 25 
Miss Louise F. Waite, Maryland 25 
Mrs. Elizabeth Chevalier, California 25.00 
Mrs. Gertrude V. George, California 10.00 
Mrs. Lillian B. Kasehagen, District of Columbia 5.00 
Mrs. Marie Moore Forrest, District of Columbia. 40.00 
Mrs. Elizabeth T. Kent, California 30.00 
Mrs. Chas. R. Whitaker, North Carolina 25 
Miss Constance Wark, North Carolina 25 
Mrs. P. H. Jackson, North Carolina. 25 
Mrs. John S. Forrest, North Carolina 25 
Mrs. Forrest V. Hunter, North Carolina 25 
Miss Jeannette T. Marks, New Tork 15.00 
Mrs. Robert Walker, Maryland 1.50 
Mrs. Olive L. Donnelly, Pennsylvania 1.75 
Miss Marjorie Sorenson, New York 25 
Dr. Grace Cauf man, Ohio 25 
Mrs. J. E. Stemler, Kentucky 25 
Miss Martha E. Van Pelt, New York 10.00 
Miss Marjorie Varner, Florida 2.00 
Mrs. Edna S. Capewell, New York ; 10.00 
Miss Alice Mathews, District of Columbia 10.00 
Miss Helen E. Jamison, District of Columbia 10.00 
Life Membership (Anonymous), Virginia. 1000.00 
Miss Elsie L. Stebbings, District of Columbia 10.00 
Mrs. Ethel Trommes, California 25 
Miss Delia Sheldon Jackson, District of Columbia........................ 12.00 
Mrs. Katherine Keddy, Virginia 25 
Miss Harriett Holther, District of Columbia 12.00 
Mrs. Thurston Roberts, Florida 25.00 
Mrs. Ethel Earnest Murrell, Florida. 10.00 
Dr. Mary Wilhelmine Williams, California 6.00 
Mrs. Virginia A. Pullis, New York 25 
Mrs. Mona Mae Roberts Bordley, New York . 25 
Mrs. Earl Thomas, New Tork 25 
Mrs. Yerda Ford, New York 25 
Miss Lavinia Dock, Pennsylvania 5.00 
Mrs. Avery Coonley, District of Columbia 50.00 
Miss Marion May, New York 10.00 
Mrs. Jane Norman Smith, Vermont 5.00 
Miss Esther Smith, New York 10.00 
Miss Marguerite Smith, Massachusetts 10.00 
Miss Alma Lutz, Massachusetts 73,13 
Subscriptions to Equal Rights 117.75 
Rents of rooms at Headquarters. 357.16 
Telephone receipts 17.57 
Sale of Literature 18.22 
Income from Investment & Endowment Fund 500.00 

Total 2424.58 


“Co-operation is not a sentiment— 
it is an economic necessity.” 
—CHARLES STEIN METZ. 
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A Feminist Thinks It Over 


By ALMA LUTZ 


Young Women With Blind Spots 


T WO young women have recently written very pro- 


vocative books about women. Elizabeth Hawes 


has told us Why Women Cry (Reynal & Hitchcock, 
N. Y., $2.50) and Susan B. Anthon 
to come Out of the Kitchen into t 
Daye Press, N. Y., $2.50). 
with women’s unintelligent and old fashioned house- 


II has urged us 


War (Stephen 
Both are out of patience © 


hold arrangements which are facing a crisis in this 


servantless wartime world. Both of them have good 


Lobby Committee Organized 


Amelia Himes Walker, of Baltimore, has accepted the chair- 
manship of the National Lobby Committee of the N. W. P. 
Th Lobb Committee will work in close consultation with the 
National Congressional Committee, of which Mrs. Emma Guffey 
Miller and Mrs. U. S. Guyer are the co-chairmen, and with the 
Women’s Joint Legislative Committee, * of the repre- 
sentatives of the twenty-six endorsing natio organizations 


of women. 

The Lobby Commi was exceedingly active during the 
Suffrage Campaign with Maud Younger, of California, as its 
able and consecrated chairman. The need for such a Committee 
is now evident because adverse interests are working against 
distorting and a ey the facts about the position o 
women. The N. W. P. is fortunate in securing Mrs. Walker to 
head this Committee. Her experience, tact and graciousness 
make her an ideal leader of the little band of interviewers who 
will go out each morning from the N. W. P. Headquarters to 


8 the message of equality of rights between men and women 
to 88 


ngress. 

Mrs. Walker is honored by women for her long career in the 
feminist movement. She was one of the founders of the Mary- 
land Branch of the N. W. P. She has had wide rience 
interviewing legislators both in Annapolis and in Washington. 
As a worker for woman suffrage, Mrs. Walker was arrested as 
a suffrage picket in Washington and served a jail sentence at 


Mrs. Walker helped organize the Vagabond Theatre of Balti- 
more, one of the earliest little theatres of the country. She has 
played many parts on the Vagabond Theatre stage. 

Mrs. Walker is a graduate of Swarthmore College and is an 
active member of the Society of Friends. She has two sons 


ideas on this subject, and if they can rouse women. j 
and their often more hide-bound husbands out of their 
ruts into more stream-lined households and to support 
nursery schools, community kitchens and dining rooms, 
they will be doing us all a great service. : 
‘Women have focused very little intelligence and very 
little of their zeal for reform on their own households. 
Instead they have listened to advertisers and have 
filled their houses not only with labor-saving devices 
but with non-essential and labor-making decorations, 


They have turned to men architects rather than to 
women who know the ins and outs of housekeeping. 


For example, all of you know how hard it is to havea’ 
sink put in at the right height. There is room for 


much reform without breaking up the home, and I am 
glad that some young women are thinking about it. 
Elizabeth Hawes, before she went into a war plant 
and wrote a book about it and women’s problems, was a 
New York dress designer. This brought her in con- 
tact with many different types of women, some of 
whom she heartily despised. The war plant gave her 
an insight into the lives of still another group. In her 


book, she classifies them and generalizes about them. 


She is liberal and she is bright, but she seems more 
interested in flashy phrases and provocative statements 
than in thinking things through. If her conclusions 
about other groups are as outrageously untrue and 
unintelligent and so lacking in historical perspective 
as those about “Equal Righters,” as she calls them, 
then her opinions cannot carry much weight. Under 
the heading “Equal Righters,” she comments: “A cou- 
ple of generations or more ago, there was a fanatical 
group of females known as Feminists. Due to their 
well-organized and tireless efforts, or at least partially 
so, we women of the U. S. A. have the right to vote. 
Once I met six Feminists, and it was only then, at the 
age of 26, that I heard there was a fight between men 
and women.” And in the same prejudiced and un- 
informed manner she launches an attack on the women 
who are now demanding the Equal Rights Amendment. 

Like so many young college women, she has no 
knowledge of the woman’s rights movement, of its 
nobility and dignity, or of its part in the development 
of democratic government. While she probably rever- 
ences the men who established our government, she 
gives the impression that she can see nothing admir- 
ablé in the women who had the vision and courage 


to insist that women share the rights and responsibili- 


ties of citizenship. Her conclusions of course are the 
result of our false education of women, our neglect 
in teaching history which recognizes the contributions 
women have made to the development of democrati¢ 
government. | 


Susan B. Anthony II, on the other hand, appreciates 


the woman’s rights movement and gives a good report 
of it in her chapter, Women, Too, Have Lived Here.“ 


at the front in the present war. 


She realizes that women have not yet achieved full 


_ citizenship, although they have the vote. She says, 


“There is need. . . to write into the Constitution 
once and for all an article that would knock out-the— 
old common law in the States that prevents wives 

and mothers from controlling their wages, property, 
and children, and that bars them from holding office. 


There is a need for a constitutional provision, enforce- 
able by state and national laws, that would make un- 


equal pay for equal work illegal in peace and. war, in 
interstate and intrastate commerce.” And yet she calls 
the Equal Rights Amendment “a phony.” 

There is much in her book about working conditions, 
the need for nursery schools, and so on, which is of 
the greatest interest. However, her blind spot on the 
Equal Rights Amendment and her misstatements 
regarding the National Woman’s Party make me 
wonder how accurate she is about other matters and 
make me inclined to question her judgment. She 
has great zeal for improving working conditions 
and the standard of living of workers, and with 
this I have the utmost sympathy. But she has a labor 


' obsession which colors her every thought and makes 


her suspicious of everyone and every measure not in 
and of the labor movement. This is undoubtedly what 
leads her to make the ridiculous statement that the 
Equal Rights Amendment is an attack on labor. Ac- 
tually the Equal Rights Amendment will do working 
women a great service by raising their citizenship 
status and therefore their general valuation, by put- 
ting teeth into the principle of equal pay for equal 
work, and by forcing attention on less selfish labor 
legislation which would include men under its pro- 
visions. 

Susan B. Anthony II seems unable to realize that 
one can support the Equal Rights Amendment and 
have a sincere interest in the welfare of working 
women. The National Woman’s Party officially takes 
no stand on any question but equal rights for women, 
but in its membership there are many women, like 
myself, heartily in sympathy with the labor move- 
ment in its effort to gain improved working condi- 
tions and a higher standard of living for all—men, 
women, and children. 


* 
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